Whether the judgments of state and federal courts in the United States will, might, or can be enforced in China, both as a matter of Chinese law and in practice, is a question that occasionally crops up in litigation now and is bound to become more common as economic and other ties between the two countries grow denser. Unlike many questions about the Chinese legal system, however, this one can be answered with a fair degree of confidence both as to formal law and as to actual practice: almost certainly no, at least where a defendant is present and objecting. This research note sets forth the grounds for this conclusion. In brief, Chinese law requires that there exist a treaty or reciprocity between the foreign state and China in order for a foreign judgment to be enforced.
At present there exists no treaty between the United States and China obligating
China to enforce U.S. judgments, and I do not believe that a Chinese court would enforce a U.S. judgment on any other grounds, such as the existence of reciprocity. First, reciprocity does not in fact appear to exist. My research has failed to uncover a single case in which U.S. courts have enforced Chinese court judgments without inquiring into the underlying merits of the dispute.
Second, Chinese courts do not believe that reciprocity exists sufficient to support the enforcement of a U.S. court judgment. My research has found no cases in which a U.S. court judgment has been enforced on any grounds.
Third, the recognition and enforcement in China of foreign court judgments from any country-not just the United States-is extremely rare and occurs only in special circumstances. I have found three cases from the post-Mao era (i.e., the era to which the current legal system may be said to belong) in which a foreign judgment was recognized. All three cases involved foreign divorce proceedings between Chinese citizens, at least one of whom was living overseas. More importantly, none of the three was contested. In each case, both parties requested the Chinese court to recognize the divorce. Finally, none of the cases actually required the courts to enforce anything. They were asked merely to confirm the validity in China of the divorce decree, thus allowing the party resident in China to re-marry without having to initiate separate divorce proceedings in China. This may mean that the judgment purported to order the Chinese company in effect to redeem some or all of the defendant's equity share at the stated price and to pay the money to the plaintiff; it may also mean that the judgment purported to order the Chinese company to transfer to the plaintiff's name some or all of the defendant's equity share in the company represented by its original investment of RMB 4.85 million yuan.
citizen living in China. 3 The same source also mentions, without any details, the enforcement of an East German judgment; 4 I do not know whether that was contested or not, or what the subject matter was. As these cases apparently had no impact on Chinese nationals, date from a completely different era in Chinese history, and involve political issues, they have little if any contemporary relevance.
By contrast, there is a modern case in which enforcement of a foreign judgment was refused. In 1994, the Dalian Intermediate Level People's Court considered the application of a Japanese national for the enforcement of a Japanese court judgment against another Japanese national. 
